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Chair pl^ 
social distan<te created 
orientation. Eighty under* 

were interviewed "for 10 minutes by either a laale or a female 
e^peria^nter Mho otally administerea^ a specifically designed Attitude 
Towards Homosesuality scale- In the treatment condition^ the 
e Jtperimenter wore a ."gay and prood" button 'and Mas introduced- is 
working for the Association of Gay Psychologists; in the control 
condition the same es^perlmenter wore no button and was introduced as 
a graduate student working on a thesiso A 2r2:£2 completely randomized 
design was used with button*nO button^^ sesc of e^perimentert^ and sen 
of subject as the three factors- An analysis of variance indicated 
sig&if icantly greater social distance when ,the e^cperimenter was - 
perceived to be howosesual in orientation- A significant three-factor 
interaction effect was also found (pCoOOl) - T)ie greater distance 
result was almost entirely a function of, same sen pairings rather 
than different sez pairings of experimenter ^and subjectt Hale ' 
subjects reacted with greater social—dis^sra^e in interaction with a > 
male experimenter perceived to be homosexual than did feoafie subjects^ 
in interaction with a female experimenter J>erceived to be homoseKualc 
Results ^re discussed in terms of Helnberg's theory of homophobiat 
(Author) ' ■ . 
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Chair placement was used to determine the effect on social - 
distance created hy "a petson being perceived as homosexual In 
orientation- The interaction effects ofsfex of experlmenterand 
sexofsubjectwerealsoipvestlgated. ^ ' 

Eighty^ unde r g r ad ua t e^ sabJectSj 40 male and 40 female^ <^were - 

Interviewed for 10 minutes by either a malH? or a f etaa le expe r 1 - 

menter who orally administered a specifically designed Attitude , 

Towards Homosexual 1 1 y . Sc a le _ In the treatment condition^ the - « 
\ * 

experimenter wore a "gay and proud" but*ton -and was Introduced, 
as worklngfor the Association of Cay Psychologists; In the con- 
trol condition the same experimenter wore no button and was in- 
I troduced as .a graduate student ^forking on a thesis. A 2x2^2 
completely r andomi ze d design was usefl with button-no button* sex 
of experlmentfer* and sex of subject as the three factors. Social 
distance was measured by distance orf chait p'lac emen t In Inches f r om" 
experiment e r , ^ . 

An analysis of variance Indicated significantly greater 
soical distance when the experimenter was perceived to be homo- 
sexual in orientation- A significant three-factor Interaction \ \j 

effect was also found (pC-001)- ' Th© greaterdlstance result w^s 
almost t^titirely a function of same sex pairings tatKer thafi 



different sex pairings of experimenter and subject, Male svb^ . ^ 
jects, reacted with gre^t^r social distance in interaction with 
a male experimenter perceived to t)e homosexual than did female 
su'bjects in i n t e rac t i'on wi.th a female experimenter perceived tq 
be h omos exual - An analysis of variance on the Attitude Towards -j , - 
Homos exuali ty Scale scares showed a tejiden^y to give more p rohomo- 
SLexual responses under the butt on condition* although these dif- 
ferences fatlfed to reach statistical significance. 

Results are discussed in te rms of Weinberg's theory of homp- 
phcfbia» the irrational fear <o£ being i[i close proximi'ty to -homosex-^ 
ually'orieirited persons. The problems of the gay person dealing with 
with- homophobic attitudes paricularly in^jtherapl^ts are considered.. 

Means of ctVangiug h omophob ic attitudes and controlliag social 

* ' * - ■ * 

situationsaresu^gested. 
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